"What I am attempting to do and what I have always attempted ever since my first real book Histoire de la folie à l'âge classique ," Foucault explains in a conversation dating from 1978, "is, through intellectual labor, to dispute and question various aspects of society by drawing attention towards their weaknesses and boundaries. My books are, nonetheless, not prophetic, nor do they encourage anyone to take up arms. It annoys me intensely for them to be seen in such a light. The challenge put forth by the books is, in the most explicit mannerand although the vocabulary is difficult -to elucidate the areas of bourgeois culture and institutions that have direct influence upon man's everyday activities and thoughts." 1 In concerning oneself with large philosophical, literary or scientific authorships, it is common to set out with a number of unarticulated assumptions with wide-reaching implications. One such assumption is that the authorship exists as a corpus that may be studied and evaluated, preferably from a certain analytical distance. By examining the works included, one seeks to establish the decisive chronological stages of the authorship, that is, the dates at which important changes occur and new phases are established. This has also influenced the reception of Foucault's thought. In attempting to determine the phases of the authorship, a number of smaller works have come to play a decisive role insofar as they are considered commentaries that allow the erection of boundaries between principal works. The phases of the authorship thereby seem to be firmly based upon Foucault's reading of himself.
In spite of the declaration regarding a unifying aim for the authorship as a whole cited above, it has thus been tempting to divide Foucault's work into a number of phases that in some instances have even been claimed to be radically 1 Displacements and Development: A Familiar Foucault different and therefore incompatible with one another.
2 In taking such an approach, one is able to establish a simple overview, an order to things, which is not wrong as such but problematic when hypostasized. In the following we attempt to take a nuanced position on the unity of Foucault's work.
In the first section of this chapter, we will sketch a number of various and well-known phases in Foucault's work. As we will argue, this division is, at least on an initial analysis, certainly possible, informative and meaningful to employ for the benefit of orientation in his writings. From a closer inspection, however, this interpretation is also superficial and to some extent misleading, as it tends to overlook a number of even more illuminating and through-going fundamentals pertaining to Foucault's oeuvre in its entirety than the ambition of critical enlightenment presented in the conversation above. In the second section, we will present some of the problematic preconceptions regarding such a partitioned approach to the authorship that have arisen in the general reception. This initial inspection, as well as the critique of the dogmas found in the reception that follows, leads into our presentation in the subsequent chapter of a number of common features and categories that characterize Foucault's authorship in its entirety.
Phases of the authorship
The beginning of Foucault's authorship proper is usually given as the first half of the 1960s. This excludes the earliest and relatively short book Foucault later distanced himself from these works by, among other things, refusing later republication. In an interview he states that Maladie mentale et personnalité is "a work, which is completely cut off from everything later written 2 This happens in H. Dreyfus and P. Rabinow: Michel Foucault. Beyond Structuralism and Hermeneutics (1983) , when they claim that around 1969 Foucault begins to prioritize genealogical studies and practice over theory and archaeological method (see pp. 99-104). The division is also found in W. Schmidt: Auf der Suche nach einer neuen Lebenskunst. Die Frage nach dem Grund und die Neubegründung der Ethik bei Foucault (2000), when he identifi es a transition in Foucault from power and government analyses to questions of ethics and the good life around 1980 (see pp. 63, 157). It is also identifi able in J. Revel: "La pensée verticale: une étique de la problématisation" (2002), when she presents Foucault as a slightly multiple personality disordered author with four to fi ve different identities. Revel emphasizes the incompatibility of these phases by claiming the only cohesive feature of Foucault's disparate authorship to be the "theme of discontinuity": that the only unchanging thing throughout the authorship is the constant rupture with itself (see pp. 64-66).
